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Mr. John R. Blan-dford 
Chief Coujqsc? ; ' 

Committe# on Armed Service? 

House of Representatives 
W&dhlngton, D. C. 

Deer Mr» BUmdford: 

The claim of privilege asserted by the Government in the 
case of Heine v Rang is in my opinion soundly based This Agency 
was conducting foreign intelligence activities frbkh were clearly 
within its statutory charter involving Estonian groups ia this 
country, — came to tihs conclusion that Heine # aa alien, 
^Canadia n cittse n^and r oddest of Estonian birth, was a KGB 
agsrSl Imd^cocSequeatly a danger to those intelligence activities 
as well as to Individuals ha the groups* In instructing Reus to 
take appropriate action to waste the groups, therefore, It appears 
to me that the employees involved were well within the scope of 
their duties and that, therefore, under this doctrine of Barr v 
Matt co and related cases the utterances made by Ran# should be 
absolutely privileged- It should be noted that icsofar as our 
experience goes over the last 20 years, this situation is unique 
in that it involves a nonresident alien endangering foreign intel- 
ligence activities with which United States citizens were concerned 
and, therefore, also were endangered. 

Insofar as United States citizens are concerned, we have 
no jurisdiction concerning subversive activities of resident 
citizens. In the Federal Government this its the exclusive 
jurisdiction of the Federal Bureau of Investigation. Thus, as 
you know, , we investigate our own employees and applicants as 
to whether their employment would be clearly consistent with the 
interests of national security in accordance with section 8(c) of 
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Executive Order 10450, Hovsvtr, if daring the course 9 1 such *a 
invsstigatioa say Information la d svel of s d of the typo i)mlM la 
•action S(a) of the Order, which la primarily WMm i with 
kiMRMtion of a subversive Bthua, it la promptly r eferred to 
the Federal Bureau of fcrreati&ation is gtayrt to ca with aectisn 6(d) 
of the Order, and this Agency tofeaa nofurther action la coaasctlmi 
therewith. 

A» a ganarai rule wo do not invert tig at# or follow the affaire 
of United Stats* dti seas abroad, and il. ae occasionally happens, 
information of a derogatory nature ie given to us, it la promptly 
poseed to the Federal Bureau of fetvestftflatlo&u II there ie definite 
indication that a United State* citisea g^road may be Involved in 
subversive activitiee outside tfcfrtfeoeatfy, It le part of our baric 
foreign counter intelligence re roan sib lit ty to investigate the matter. 
However, the reports of su^h investigation are promptly passed to 
the Federal Bureau of laveetlgation. 9*d*r these circumstances, 
we da not hare the same baeie for ajegstiag privilege that I believe 
is so clearly established in die Hstee y &aue case. 


Sincerely, 
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Lawrence IL Houston 
General Counsel 
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